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Period for Reply j- ^ i; | J ; ■ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD PjDR REPlI^i^ IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, f^ROM THE MAlLlKlG \^TE Of THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under tria provisionsjof 37 CFR 1 H i6{a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of thi^ cx)mrnunication. ^.i . * . i . 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the jitaxirnupn st^tory periocj v)nll apply and Will expii;e,SIXi(6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or exteridediipeji^difor reply will.: by statute: cause the application to bebme ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office :late.r*marj.th(ete' pfibnths ^fte'r thfe maiiihd <late of this cbmtmbnfcatiohl even if tjmely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See.37((|iFP| i76j4(b). 'i!'' |i! ' I; -i. .!;;■ : 

Status ! ;;; ^ . ^ ^- • : :h . ! 

• ? : 2 ^ ; , • ; •' • n. 1;^'- ^ 

1)0 Responsive to communicatlon(s) fifed on [L- • \^ i • " 

2a)n This action' is FINAL. . - i / = : Th^j action^ is hbn-^nal.J ; ! - . , 

3)n Since this application is in Condition jfpraillowahce except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with tf>e firicticei Mhd^r i^x:paf^ 11, 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 



4)^ Claimfs) 1-24 is/ane bei:jdipcf inlthe api3licatiQ|Tji 

4a) Of the above claim(s) . L . is/are withdrawn frorp conspiration. 
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5) S Claim(s) 15-21 is/are allowed.? ; 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-14 and 22^24 Js/jaVe rejected 

7) 0 Claim(s)_^ is/are objecjtedjto. ■ ; !|| ; . ;/ , - 

8) n Claim(s) ^ are siity^Gtltb rbs^^^ i j 

Application Papers ' b. ■ | ! . jli . . ... m 

9) u The specification is objected to by the Examiri^. - : 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on ' i a/are;. a^lTl acfjfepted or b)D;objecit?d to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that feny objectibrt .to th^iarawin^(s) be h^id in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(sj including th6 correction is required if the drawlng(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or dedairation |isiol)|ec^e^ t|;bic thei:d]<!ahilnei^ %tei1hfe: atit^bfibd Office Action or fbmi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 'i i i"^ j ^ ' *' i ill j ■ 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made bf a claim for foreigri^ priority under 35 U.^iG* §' 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some * c)D Nbhaof: ' | • ;!| ♦ !' ; ' ' I 

!□ Certiined copies of thfei priority Idoqiiimen^^ . ^ ; 

2. n Certified copies df th4? priority jdobiimerjj^ have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certifiedicdpies jtSfithfe priijrtty idocslirrtfents hav^ been received in this National Stage 

application frornith^ Jnt^rln^tid^ (PCT;Rule t7|2(a))! : ' . i! 

* See the attached detailed pffibe-actioii fdr a lis^pf the Certified 'copied not receiyed. 
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jdET^iLED iivctioN ii 

' Douejfe Patenting 



The nonstatutory dojjble pat^ntinj^ rejectioi;) is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in publjc |3olicy:(a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or inriproper tirlr!ewiseiei>rtensi|an of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possib|6 harassn^ejnf by A nonstatutory 

obviousness-type dpiiil^le ppji^na^^^^ is/af)prbpria{t4 w'h^reithe conflicting claims 

are not identical, but.^tiiefist bn^l el}(anfiiji^d'api|}libaticjih cl^irniis hof^patentably distinct 
from the reference dktim|i) becaiise thej^xanimed application clairn is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious, over, the refe(ience:Clainri(s).'iSee, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d -1226 (F^d. bir.iil998)i In re Goodman i 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed: Cir.i 1993); l/n'm Lqj^gi, 769 F.2d 887; 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Omum, !686 F.id '9:37, ^14 USPQ 761 (QCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438. 164 USPQ;6;iij(GCPi»^ ll;S70) iiahd /n /te Th6riiidton;A1S F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA i:0^O)^|:vH: l-l,:: 'f:^; ; :: 1; ' ! ' . :, .'.•! ■ 

A timely filed;ieriTi|^i clisClfilmerli>h compliance with ;37.;C;FRi 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overidorir^ an actual or ^tovisidnal rejection tjabed bn a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground jproyided the conflicting applicatidh or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned ,writl^ ithis appl)ciatio|i|j, or clairhs an ihv^^ntion nriade as a result of 
activities undertaken witljin the ^do'pe of |a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1:, 1994„ ^ regi^||ered iattorney or; agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclainier. A tierminal ^^c^^irri^'r signi^diby the as^i^hiee rhust fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b).- ^:H;^p;■ ' ^ \i' ■ j! :' ' ' M\ • : , 

Claims '1-14 a^e r^jepted oh the gijound'of nonstatutjory pbvipusness-type double 

patenting as being unpgtjajntable! over ciaiims lj-11 of U.S.j Patent No. 7,056.368. 



Although the conflicting ofeiims are; not identical, they are hot patentably distinct from 
each other because -many centrjftjgi^l sefi>a thje'atjsdparati^^ art contain an 

all '-i ■ 



orbits 



ejector port/wherein th^t^jector port is lic^toated: radially outward of the outermost 
of a rotating flow, therefore;: the subject matterlbf claim 1 ofthe current application is not 



r 



patentably distinct from dlairn 1 6f US. (j^^tent No. 7,056,368. 

Claims 22-24iirre rfej^ptecjlionithyg^ of nonstaitijtdry obviousness-type 
double patenting as bein|uhpatehtable!|6ver claims:2^^^ (^atent No. 



BestjAVailaplis-Copyi! 

! ;!^■•: ' • ^■'?| 



•I i. 



■•111: ' ; ; 

• : ■ i I f ; 
I 1 ■■ I., 



Application/Control Nun')b@r: 
10/526,778 ' — 

Art Unit: 1797 ,. , > ' ! 



7,056,368. Althoughsthe 



Page 3 



i'- 



ting ;clailt)s arQi.not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each dth'ef tjte^aiis^ i^^ny i:i^ntrifijigal se(|!)aratpr$ in th^ air separation art 
contain an ejector port, Wherein the eje^l^r pcM|t is located iradially outward of the 
outermost orbits of a rotating flow; 'therefore this subject matter of claim 22 of the current 
application is not patehtsibly distjiiiict frortii claintji 20 of U:Si Patent No. 7,056,368. 
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Allowable Subiect Matter 
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Claims 1 5-21 ^lib Allowed. 



The following jis ia 



^tajtemi^nt pf r^^son^ for the indicpatipn of allowable subject 



matter: 
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Claim 15 recites "a debris strakei^onnocted to the air filter for channeling debris 
away from the filter fb thi^oilitenpp^t orbits of the rotating flow". Moredock(63 19304) 
fails to teach a debrisitr^kel Goiih^^ air filtel^ifdr; channeling debris away 

from the filter to the outemQst orbits of the rotiitihg flow, i It would riot have been 

obvious to someone of ol^dinarylskill in tH^ artj^t the time iof the invention to provide a 

• ■ i" h ' ; ! ' !ii J 
debris strake connected |t6 the air filter fjir channeling debris away from the filter to the 

outemnost orbits of thieiirdtating now ibed^uise IVioredpok dlb^s not suggest such a 

modification. Claini: ;:T6 ;|jdpends on claiq]! 1 5 and is dJso 'allowed. ■ 

Claim 17 recites "channeling debrris away from the filter to the outermost orbits of 

the rotating flow with a d^rjs stfake coih^heeted to the filter". Moredock(63 19304) fails 

to teach a step of chsihh(^lin^;de|bn^^ tc>;the outj^rmost orbits of the 

; '"''f^^ ' 1'^ ' 'i ^ I' ''i.l! ; j ' • 

rotating flow with a debijitrstrake (ibnne<i|ed taithe filter. Itj would not have been obvious 
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to someone of ordinary dltiil in tn^ bit atjthe tirhe of ttie invention to provide a step of 



channeling debris avn/^ylrjonit ^h(( fi|tier tp|i:he ou^rnriostpr^ 
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of the rotating flow with a 



debris strake connected to t|ie niter becsbse Moredobk ddesmot suggest such a 
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modification. Claims ;18-!21 depend ;0n ^^aim i7 and henpe are also allowed. 
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Any inquiry concerning this qpmrtiijnicatlon, or earlier communications from tlie 



examiner should be diredted to Rpbert A| Hopkins whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 159. The examiner :c$r jnprmaily jjje reached on MohdayrThursday, 7:30am-5pm, 
every Friday off. 

If attempts to reafch the exarriineitiby telephone' are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Duane Smith' can bd reacheci on 571^272-1166. The fax phone number for 
the organization whefe thi^ ippllicbtlort proqeeldin^Jis Assigned ii 571-273-8300. 

Information r^gtardipg the status i|f an dpplic8|tion rriay, tiie obtained from the 
Patent Application Inljorhi^tion RjBtpi^va^ljpAIR) system, ! Status information for 
published applications may ipe cjbtaiined||^rom.fith!Br Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnatibn for un ]jutillsh|>»(^ throu^H Private PAIR only. 

For more infohnatiori about the PAiR syiitem, see http://piir-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions pin ,acjcbss t9.tl)ie Private RAIf^ system, cor^tact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) 866-2 ,17-:91.9t!i (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

■;■■••'!• j - .!. • ij-'i ' ''. ■ ih- ' •' ' i 

USPTO Customer Ser^ic4 l|^pr^s^htaitlye or ^ccessitb tl|i^ autdnnisited information 

system, call 860-786-9-/^9 (IN USA'ORifcANAOA) cjr; 571:272-;i00b. 
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